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Defense Day, 1925 


An appraisal of the War Department’s effort to hold a 
second annual Defense Day on July 4 is difficult because 
of the peculiar conditions attending it. Reports received 
from various parts of the country seem, however, to war- 
rant several generalizations. 


1. A concession appears to have been made to critics 
of last year’s observance who dwelt much upon the use of 
the word “mobilization”—which, contrary to certain ex- 
planatory statements made at the time, originated in 
government circles—by the wide use this year of the word 
“muster” to describe the process which the War Depart- 
ment sought to carry out. The word occurs very fre- 
uently in the dispatches. 


2. The speeches abounded in efforts to interpret the 
defense test and indicate a wide spread feeling on the 
part of its sponsors that it has been to some extent dis- 
credited by too general association in the popular mind 
with militaristic ideals and measures. The frequent re- 
currence in the addresses of arguments for the validity 
of the test and assertions concerning its non-militaristic 
character are perhaps the best evidence that the strong 
opposition on the part of religious and other bodies last 
year had registered. 

3. In carrying out the War Department’s plans this year 
the usual patriotic observance of July 4 and the “muster” 
exercises were so intermingled that it is hardly possible 
to measure the degree of popular participation and re- 
sponse to the defense test program. Where the celebra- 
tion was impressive it seems to have partaken very much 
of the character of the usual Fourth of July demonstration. 
On the other hand, where the Fourth of July is very gen- 
erally observed by holiday excursions, the exercises gave 
more evidence of carefully worked-up demonstrations. In 
general it appears that the crowds assembled felt that they 
were celebrating Independence Day. 

4. For a knowledge of the actual extent of the observ- 
ance of the day we are limited to the War Department 
estimates. These estimates as reported by the Associated 
Press and sent widely over the country indicate that the 
observance was about two-thirds as effective as in 1924. 
" i¢: figures this means that the muster, as reported to the 
“Var Department on the night of July 4, was as follows: 
“Regular army, 81,089 compared with 92,581 last Sep- 
tember; national guard 110,149 compared with 167,633; 
organized reserves, 56,636 compared with 59,168; one- 
day volunteer enrollments, 628,090 compared with a figure 
in excess of one million.” 


As to the numbers of citizens participating, it is difficult 


to see how anything but the most general guesses could 
be made. The New York Times on July 7 said editorially 
on this point: “The rapid-fire computation of Sept. 12, 
1924, seems to have been based on the fact that 7,000 
localities observed the day. This year it was unofficially 
announced on the night of July 4 that 8,040,359 had taken 
part in the test. Monday brought the total up to 15,000,- 
000. A lightning calculator with a nimble fancy must have 
been at work. Of course no one believes that a people 
whose habit it is to make Independence Day the greatest 
holiday in the year had assembled 15,000,000 strong to 
turn it into Defense Day.” 

A Washington dispatch to the Atlanta Constitution 
stated that 39 states had cooperated “in one way or an- 
other,” that 23 governors had issued proclamations urging 
the citizens to respond to the War Department’s appeal ; 
while the National Guard was mobilized in 16 other states ; 
that Wisconsin, Connecticut and Virginia “gave no support 
to the test”; and that Maryland, North Dakota and Mis- 
souri “participated only in a limited way.” The New 
York Herald Tribune account calls Maryland and Vir- 
ginia “apathetic.” Such statements must of course be 
freely interpreted. Wisconsin, whose governor declined 
to cooperate, is reported to have had some rather extensive 
observances. 

The impression one gains from going through the news 
stories from the various cities is that while much space 
was given to the Washington dispatches containing War 
Department reports there is relatively little in the way of 
local accounts of distinctive defense test features. A num- 
ber of prominent newspapers made no mention at all of 
local celebrations, and apparently many of the larger cities 
had no more than perfunctory observances. From actual 
accounts of local demonstrations one gets the impression 
of a very meagre response. 

5. The industrial feature of the muster appears not to 
have been carried out save by a few symbolic performances. 


6. An impressive demonstration was made of the 
facility offered by the radio in putting over a nation-wide 
observance from Washington. The estimate that 30,- 
000,000 people listened on the radio seems excessive and 
yet undoubtedly the radio audience was tremendous and 
perhaps unprecedented. Such a radio “hook-up” would 
make an observance effective almost without local coopera- 
tion, so far as getting the popular ear for a government 
program is concerned. 

The following indications of local results of the test 
may be referred to as presumably typical: 

The New York City celebration was impressive con- 
sidered from the point of view of the numbers taking part 
but unimpressive so far as the numbers of spectators were 
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concerned. The parade down Riverside Drive had rela- 
tively few spectators and there were many empty seats at 
the exercises in Central Park. A New York dispatch pub- 
lished in the Philadelphia Public Ledger stated that 80,000 
persons attended these exercises. If this is indicative of 
the accuracy of general estimates they were excessive in- 
deed. Five thousand would probably be a safe outside 
figure for the number attending the exercises in the Park. 
These exercises, it may be added, were dignified and of 
a high order as such celebrations go. There was a notable 
absence of enthusiasm but this apparently indicates nothing 
as to the attitude toward the defense test. It rather re- 
flects the absence of patriotic fervor in celebrations of this 
kind in New York. 

The Washington Post carried an enthusiastic account 
of the celebration at the Capitol, yet the New York World 
says of it: “There was little on the surface here to in- 
dicate that the Nation was taking stock of its man power 
as on the eve of a great emergency.” 

Press reports from Denver and Seattle indicate big old- 
fashioned celebrations in which Fourth of July fervor 
and response to the defense call were mingled. 

Springfield, Mass., had quite a demonstration, while at 
Albany an exciting air attack on the city was staged, in 
which it is reported to have been captured. 

The New Orleans Times-Picayune reports a big crowd 
assembled, but records that a bathing beauty contest was 
the main feature of the celebration. 

The Baltimore Sun reports community Independence 
Day celebrations, but says: “With the exception of the 
short Defense Day exercises at the Stadium there was a 
noticeable lack of military activities during the day. No 
demonstration of this kind was held in the city and there 
were no military parades.” 

In Mobile, Alabama, the Register states, the military 
features of the celebration were negligible. “There was 
no muster of the troops in the Square” as had been 
planned. 

In Cleveland, Ohio, the celebration “bore no resem- 
blance” to the defense test of last year. 

In Omaha disappointment was expressed by army men 
because the popular interest was so small. 

It is too early to discuss with any assurance the ulti- 
mate results of the observance but at the present time an 
effort is foreshadowed to secure sanction by Congress for 
a permanent annual muster day to be held at a more 
favorable time of the year when full cooperation can be 
secured by every local instrumentality. It is intimated 
that the War Department will make a detailed study of the 
results of the July 4 muster with a view to determining 
the Department’s policy with reference to the defense test 
idea in the future. 

One of the most interesting editorial comments is that 
of the New York Evening Post, which very actively sup- 
ported the test last year. Concluding an editorial in which 
the War Department is commended for its effort in con- 
nection with the test the Post says: “But there is no 
sense in getting wrought up about it and ascribing to 
these defense tests either values or dangers that do not 
exist. ‘Registering’ at a color-draped table or marching in 
a parade does not make a soldier out of a civilian. Cer- 
tainly this will not ‘militarize’ a most pacific, busy and 
militarily indifferent nation. 

“The pacifist who thinks so is barking up the wrong 
tree. The jingo who seizes upon such occasions to set 
a chip on the American shoulder is equally mistaken. 
Neither of them knows America nor understands the 
spirit of its people.” 


From the point of view of organized religion a para- 
graph from the Hartford Courant’s lengthy editorial on 
~The Purpose of Detense Day” is also worth repeating, 
In the midst of a discussion of America’s defense polic 
occurs the statement: “During the training, civilialgj 
agencies—patriotic societies, clubs, organizations such as 
the Y. M. C. A. and Y. W. C. A., churches, etc.,—will be 
called upon to give every possible aid to the troops to 
further and hasten their training.” 

Nothing in this account should be taken as indicating 
the temper of the country on the question of preparedness, 
Considering the limitations under which it worked, the 
War Department made a rather remarkable showing. It 
had to perfect its plans in a hurry and even so it “called” 
on the people when they were not at home. Mostly, they 
were celebrating the “Fourth” in their own way. Defense 
test is not yet fully tested. 


A New Covenant 


Readers of the liberal press are quite familiar with the 
controversy that has been carried on during the past 
two years between supporters of the World Court and 
advocates of the “outlawry of war.” ‘The latter group 
has had as its chief spokesman, Senator Borah, and has 
found an organ of expression in the Christian Century. 
its major contention has been that entrance by America 
into the World Court would be both useless and danger- 
ous unless definite undertakings precede it looking toward 
the codification of international law upon a peace basis 
with war definitely outlawed as a crime against the 
nations, 

The advocates of America’s immediate entrance in 
the Court have contended on the other hand that an 
such stipulations at this time are previous; that the out- 
lawry program is beyond anything that the United States 
Senate is likely to adopt or that other governments are 
likely to accede to. 

The controversy has had a divisional effect upon the 
peace forces, quite out of proportion to the size of the 
protesting group. While small in numbers they have 
put a vast amount of energy and fervor into their cam- 
paign. Much interest, and, it is hoped, much importance, 
therefore, attaches to the agreement reached a short time 
ago and made public this week, between the leaders of 
the outlawry group and some of the strongest supporters 


of the World Court. This agreement, with signatures, 
follows: 


“The undersigned persons, representing various points 
of view as to the means of securing international peace, 
agree to the following principles in the attached program 
for the outlawry of the institution of war in the adher- 
ence of the United States to the World Court Protocol 
and agree to devote their best efforts to its realization and 
to the further study of adequate and appropriate mechan- 
ism for its effective application. 

“It is understood that each person signing this pro- 
gram commits only himself personally to its approval and 
that he is not limiting in any degree or manner his free- 
dom to advocate methods or agencies for promoting 
world peace other than or additional to the Permane 
Court of International Justice. However, we recogni 
that the question of the adherence of the United States 
to the Protocol of the World Court constitutes the chief 
immediate issue before this country, and that it is of 
paramount importance to bring about the cooperation 
of the United States with the rest of the world in effec- 
tive measures to end war. 


I 
\ 

‘ 

\ 
2 


a para- 
orial on 
‘peating, 
e polic 


civiliagy 


such as 
—will be 
roops to 


idicating 
iredness, 
ked, the 
ving. It 
“called” 
tly, they 
Defense 


with the 
the past 
ourt and 
er group 
and has 
Century. 
America 
| danger- 
g toward 
ace basis 
ainst the 


ance in 


ed States 
nents are 


upon the 
ze of the 
hey have 
heir cam- 
iportance, 
hort time 
eaders of 
upporters 
ignatures, 


us points 
nal peace, 
| program 
he adher- 
Protocol 
zation and 
e mechan- 


this pro- 
and 
r his free- 


“As a measure directed toward the abolition of war 
and in order to make the Permanent Court of Inter- 
national Justice a more effective judicial substitute for 

ar in the settlement of international disputes we favor 
he program embodied in the three following proposals: 

“1, The immediate adherence of the United States to 
the Court Protocol, with the Harding-Hughes-Coolidge 
reservations. 

“2. Within two years after the adherence by the United 
States to the Court Protocol, the signatories thereto, in- 
cluding the United States Government, shall formally 
declare by appropriate governmental action their endorse- 
ment of the following basic principles of the outlawry of 
war and shall call an international conference of all 
civilized nations for the purpose of making a general 
treaty embodying these principles. 

“(a) War between nations shall be outlawed as an in- 
stitution for the settlement of international controversies 
by making it a crime under the law of nations. (The 
question of self-defense against attack or invasion is not 
involved or affected. ) 

“(b) A code of the international law of peace, based 
upon the outlawing of war and upon equality and justice 
between all nations, great and small, shall be formulated 
and adopted. 

“(c) When war is outlawed the Permanent Court of 
International Justice shall be granted affirmative jurisdic- 
tion over international controversies between sovereign 
nations as provided for and defined in the code and 
arising under treaties. 

“3. Should such signatories within two years after the 
dherence of the United States fail to make such dec- 
ration and to join in a conference for the purpose of 


a 
< ee making such general treaty, the United States may in 
the out- 


its discretion withdraw its adherence to said Court 
Protocol; and further should such signatories fail, within 
five years after the adherence of the United States to 
said Court Protocol, to make and execute a general 
treaty embodying in substance the aforesaid principles, 
the adherence of the United States shall thereupon termi- 
nate; but any action of the Court taken in the interim 
shall remain in full force and effect.” 


Signatures : 


Florence E. Allen, Justice of the Ohio Supreme Court. 


Bruce Bliven, Associate Editor New Republic, formerly 
editor New York Globe. 


Charles H. Brent, Bishop, Diocese of Western New York. 
E. C. Carter, Secretary the Inquiry, formerly Senior 


Secretary of the Y. M. C. A. with the A. E. F. in 
France. 


John H. Clarke, former Justice of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, now President of the League of 
Nations Non-Partisan Association. 


Donald J. Cowling, President Carleton College. 
Herbert Croly, Editor New Republic. 


Mary Dreier, Executive Board, National Women’s Trade 
Union League. 


herwood Eddy, National Council of the Y. M. C. A. 


promoting | Edward Mead Earle, Professor at Columbia University. 
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Villiam B. Hale, Attorney, Chicago. 
Carlton J. H. Hayes, Professor at Columbia University. 


John Haynes Holmes, Pastor Community Church, New 
York. 


F. Ernest Johnson, Secretary, Federal Council of 
Churches. 
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Paul Jones, Bishop, Protestant Episcopal Church. 

Mrs. B. F. Langworthy, Secretary American Committee 
for the Outlawry of War. 

S. O. Levinson, Chairman American Committee for the 
Outlawry of War. 

Halford E. Luccock, Contributing Editor Christian Ad- 
vocates. 

Julian W. Mack, Judge United States Circuit Court. 

Charles Clayton Morrison, Editor Christian Century. 

Reinhold Niebuhr, President Detroit Pastors’ Union. 

Kirby Page, Writer and Lecturer. 

Raymond Robins, Lecturer. 

John A. Ryan, Director, Social Action Department, 
National Catholic Welfare Conference. 

John Nevin Sayre, Secretary Fellowship of Reconcilia- 
tion. 

Professor James T. Shotwell, Director Carnegie Endow- 
ment for International Peace, and Co-author of the 
American Plan for Security and Disarmament sub- 
mitted to the League Assembly at Geneva last Sep- 
tember. 

Fred B. Smith, Federal Council of Churches. 

Norman Thomas, Director League for Industrial Democ- 
racy. 

Wilbur Thomas, American Friends Service Committee. 
Commenting on the above, John H. Clarke, former 

Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States, says: 

“In the effort to promote the great cause, I, personally, am 

willing to sink my preferences as to method and to unite 

whole-heartedly with those I know to be devoted friends 
of peace in trying out to a conclusion the great experiment 

proposed by the Conference program of June 27.” 

No attempt was made prior to making this statement 
public to secure a large number of signatures. The per- 
sons who signed the statement did so as individuals but 
the organizations unofficially represented indicate the 
variety both of the points of view reconciled in the state- 
ment and of the groups whose interests are involved. 
Since the statement was given to the press, sixty student 
secretaries of the Y. M. C. A., assembled in biennial con- 
vention at Saugatuck, Michigan, have approved the plan by 
a unanimous vote and pledged to it their support. 


It must be said that the program here outlined has not 
won the support of the organizations promoting the cause 
of American adherence to the World Court; and many 
of the sponsors of the Court in this country are inclined 
to doubt its effectiveness. Yet, in the judgment of those 
who participated in the conferences leading up to its adop- 
tion it represents a significant achievement. The signers 
regard this instrument as a venture of faith which may 
bring into the World Court movement the quality of a 
moral crusade which it has thus far seemed to lack. 


American Policy and Security 


The Annals for July, containing thirty-six articles un- 
der the general title of “American Policy and International 
Security,” will be found an excellent source for the study 
of various international questions. There are series of 


articles on the outlawry of war, the operation of the Dawes 
Plan, international debts, the possibility of disarmament, 
foreign investments and international peace, and Ameri- 
can cooperation with Europe. 
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What Wars Are Costing Today 


In answer to the frequent inquiry as to what the various 
nations are spending on war preparations we publish be- 
low the most authoritative data that can be assembled on 
the subject at this time. The appropriations, expressed 


furnished by the Statistics Branch of the War Depart.) 
ment, of the United States. These units have been con- 
verted into American dollars by one of the leading banking” 
houses of New York. They are in some cases approxigal 
mations because in these instances no recent transaction 


Country 


Argentina 
Australia 
Austria 
Belgium 


Colombia 

Costa Rica 
Cuba 
Czecho-Slovakia 
Denmark 
Equador 
Esthonia 
Finland 


Germany .. 
Great Britain 
Greece 
Guatemala 
Haiti 
Honduras 
Hungary 


Jugoslavia 

Latvia 

Lithuania 

Mexico 

Netherlands ............ 
Nicaragua 

Norway 

Paraguay 


Portugal 
Roumania 


Switzerland 

Turkey 

United States .......... 
Uruguay 

Venezuela 


t have occurred by which the values might be definitely 
in the monetary units of the respective countries, were fixed. 


Mivitary Bupcets 


Army 
$ 1,017,229 
23,285,512 
5,210,546 
7,857,142 
24,562,629 
2,958,285 
17,304,597 
1,134,000 
10,036,237 
7,948,032 
2,986,123 
130,264 


68,999 
6,440,000 


172,076,462 
107,100,000 
268,342,470 


2,629,015 
182,500,000 
72,533,978 
7,913,000 


25,251,895 
6,020,742 
4,420,729 
7,420,886 

96,921,930 


51,976,783 


257,274,768 


Navy 


$ 16,540,806 
10,142,212 


9,513,750 


1,515,500 
8,177,407 


4,240,000 


48,327,139 
290,109,199 


29,397,433 
9,770,300 


17,153,605 
2,291,034 
1,300,796 
3,733,980 
8,830,140 


24,624,460 


297 ,097 250 


Air 


$ 798,012 


1,250,000 


94,245,120 


15,162,000 


Total 


$ 1,017,229 
39,826,318 
16,150,770 

7,857,142 
24,562,629 
2,958,285 
26,818,347 
1,134,000 
12,801,737 
16,125,439 
2,986,123 
130,264 
10,959,799 
68,999 
10,680,000 
2,720,846 
4,844,036 
10,395,000 
220,403,601 
107,100,000 
652,696,789 
40,567,814 
1,584,247 
1,045,310 
2,173,543 
2,629,015 
182,500,000 
117,093,411 
17,683,300 
39,120,020 
5,605,365 
5,176,682 
63,238,095 
42,405,500 
145,827 
8,311,776 
470,252 
5,721,525 
85,102,964 
11,154,866 
17,873,503 
105,752,070 


40,012,400 
15,733,361 
24,340,880 
554,372,018 
7,027,556 
2,400,000 


(Minor fractions of cents have been dropped in the computations. They may be taken, however, 


as substantially accurate.) 
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